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a quiet, private propagation of other religions than
those established by law. It would be wrong to
condemn and despise them as actuated by superstition
and narrow-minded prejudice. Their motives were
mainly political, and it is reasonable to suppose that
they knew better than we do whether a larger tolera-
tion was compatible with public order.

We have seen that under the Act of Supremacy, in
the first year of Elizabeth, the oath was only tendered
to persons holding office, spiritual or temporal, under
the crown, and that the penalty for refusing it was
only deprivation. But in her fifth year (1563), it was
enacted that the oath might be tendered to members
of the House of Commons, schoolmasters, and attorneys,
who, if they refused it, might be punished by forfeiture
of property and perpetual imprisonment. To those
who had held any ecclesiastical office, or who should
openly disapprove of the established worship, or cele-
brate or hear mass, the oath might be tendered a
second time, with the penalties of high treason for
refusal.

That this law authorised an atrocious persecution
cannot be disputed, and there is no doubt that many
zealous Protestants wished it to be enforced. But the
practical question is, Was it enforced ? The govern-
ment wished to be armed with the power of using it,
and for the purpose of expelling Catholics from offices
it was extensively used. But no one was at this time
visited with the severer- penalties, the bishops having
been privately forbidden to tender the oath a second
time to any one without special instructions.

The Ait of Uniformity, passed in the first year of
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